the term post-truth has come to refer to a political culture in which debate is framed largely by appeals to emotion that are disconnected from the details of policy, and by the adherence to talking points that often ignore the facts. Given that the scientific method consists of a series of experiments and factual observations that lead to the formulation and testing of hypotheses, one might reasonably question whether scientists are also at risk of wandering off into their individual post-truth silos, and if we will also lose our ability to engage in meaningful rigorous scientific debate to advance the field.
Perhaps more than at any time in history, we are graced by scientific achievements that promise to revolutionize the health and well-being of people all over the world. Given that science has been so successful, the threat imposed by post-truth thinking seems distant, and unlikely to emerge 
